HUDSON RIVER PCBs REASSESSMENT RI/FS
PHASE 3 REPORT: FEASBILITY STUDY
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Figure 3-18. Selection of Remediation Areas for Expanded Hot Spot Removal
RM 183.25 - 184.25
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Figure 3-18

Selection of Remediation Areas for Expanded
Hot Spot Removal: RM 183.25 - 184.25
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Hudson River PCBs Reassessment
Feasibility Study
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Figure 3-19. Selection of Remediation Areas for Expanded Hot Spot Removal:
Hot Spot 36 (RM 170.25 - RM 169.25)
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Figure 3-19

Selection of Remediation Areas for Expanded

Hot Spot Removal: Hot Spot 36
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Hot Spot Removal: Hot Spot 8
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Figure 3-21. Selection of Remediation Areas for Hot Spot Removal
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Assessment of the Capture Efficiency for the Expanded

Hotspot Remediation
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